At  the  recent  UN  session,  Arab  delegates  attempted  a  great 
political  leap  forward.  Encouraged  by  the  admission  of  many  new 
African  and  Asian  nations,  they  pressed  for  a  resolution  calling  on 
the  next  UN  General  Assembly  to  consider  “the  means  of  safe¬ 
guarding”  the  “property  rights”  of  the  Arab  refugees  from  Palestine. 

Israel  has  always  been  willing  to  compensate  the  Arabs  for  property 
abandoned  in  1948.  But  the  Arabs  demand  more.  They  insist  that  they  stiU 
own  property  in  Israel  and  are  entitled  to  income  from  it.  They  want  the 
United  Nations  to  establish  a  custodial  apparatus. 

There  is  no  justification  for  this  demand.  If  there  were,  Israel  might 
ask  for  a  UN  custodian  to  administer  property  which  Israelis  abandoned  in 
Arab  lands  before  they  emigrated.  (See  page  95.)  The  United  Nations  might 
name  custc'  tins  for  refugee  property  in  India  and  Pakistan — and  in  the  UAR, 
which  'has  .t  seized  a  Belgian-owned  hotel  and  trolley  company.  UN 
custodians  w^^uld  be  operating  in  almost  every  country.  ^ 

The  Arabs  delude  themselves  into  believing  they  may  be  able  to  create 
a  UN  trusteeship  over  much  of  Israel.  All  this  is  palpable  propaganda  to  strike 
at  Israel’s  sovereignty.  What  the  Arabs  really  want  is  Israel’s  disappearance. 

The  proposal  creates  a  psychological  obstacle  to  any  logic^  solution  of 
the  Arab  refugee  problem.  It  would  encourage  the  refugees  to  insist  on 
repatriation  in  the  illusion  that  they  still  own  property  in  Israel.*  The  Arab 
proposal  is  hurtful — not  helpful — ^to  the  Arab  refugees  themselves. 

The  U.  S.  delegation  opposed  the  resolution  and  bore  the  brunt  of  the 
Arab  attack.  Although  the  United  States  makes  the  largest  contribution  for 
the  care  of  the  Arab  refugees — about  a  quarter  of  a  billion  dollars  since  1948 
— the  United  States  is  recklessly  denounced  as  their  enemy.  The  shameless 
language  of  the  Arab  delegates  is  reminiscent  of  Nazi  invective.  However, 
Americans  are  accustomed  to  it  and  continue  to  help  the  Arabs  despite  their 
rancor.  Jordan  Radio  sarcastically  congratulated  the  Kennedy  Administration 
on  Apr.  22,  “on  its  petty  victory”  over  the  refugees;  and  one  newspaper,  “Al- 
A/onor,".  called  on  Jordan  to  Jrop  the  friendship  of  America.  (Jordan  received 
$56  million  in  U.S.  aid  in  1960.) 

The  Arab  bloc  put  the  proposal  through  the  UN  political  committee,  but 
the'  paragraph  r,jferTing  to  property  rights  was  deleted  in  the  Plenum  bei^use 
it  lacked  the  necessary  two-thirds  vote.  The  vote  was  44  in  favor,  35  against, 
15  abstentions. 

--  "  Fori  Afghanistan,  Albania,  Bulgaria, 

TlTl  Byelorussia,  Cambodia,  Ceylon,  China, 

I  j  U  i  ^  I  Cub^  Cyprus,  Czechoslovakia,  Ethi- 

I  \  J  f  nrinr  I  Federation  of  Malaya,  Ghana, 

I  \  djiyiiLf  O  ci  Greece,  Guinea,  Hungary,  India,  Indo- 

,  nesia,  Iran,  Iraq,  Jordan,  Lebanon,  Li- 
tO  ( fT)  ]  :  I  beria,  Libya,  Mali,  Mexico,  Morocco, 
I  Nepal,  Nigeria,  Pakistan,  Poland,  Ro- 

1  I -  ,  , —  fi  /  « I  j  mania,  Saudi  Arabia,  Somalia,  Spain, 

i  ;  ||ii  i  viv  mi  •ii  ii  Sudan,  Tunisia,  Turkey,  Ukraine,  USS^ 

1  -  'iiil  • _  UAR,  Venezuda,  Yemen,  YugoaUvia. 

Against:  Australia  Austria,  Bel^unu  Bolivia,  Cameroun.  Canada,  Central  African 
Republic;  Chad,  (^ile,  Colombia,  Congo  (Brazzaville),  Congo  (Leopoldville), 
Costa  Rica,  Dahomey,  Denmark.  Finland,  France,  Gabon,  (Juatema^  Honduras, 
Iceland,  Ireland,  Israel,  Luxembourg,  Malagasy,  Netherlands,  New  Zealand, 
Norway,  Peru,  Sweden,  Union  of  South  Africa,  United  Kingdom,  United  States, 
l|^pper  Volta,  Uruguay^ 

'  Abstained:  Brazil,  Burma,  Dominican  Republic,  Italy,  Ivory  Coast,  Japan,  Laos, 
Niger,  Panama,  Paraguay,  Philippines,  Portugal,  Senegal,  Thailand,  Togo. 


{Israel  has  iotlicntetl  ito  acceptance,  Jn  priB-li 

The  Eichmann  Trial 

The  Eichmann  debate  has  been 
muted  by  testimony.  Many  who  ques¬ 
tioned  the  trial  now  recognize  that  the 
purpose  is  nol  to  punish  the  criminal 
but  to  remind  those  who  have  forgotten 
or  who  were  indifferent. 

The  majority  of  recent  editorials 
commend  the  trial.  Thus,  The  Econo¬ 
mist  of  Apr.  22: 

“There  remains  the  question  whether 
it  is  right,  and  wise,  that  forcibly  we 
should  all  be  made  more  aware  of  the 
horrors  that  happened,  largely  by  de¬ 
fault,  only  twenty  years  ago.  It  was 
not  only  in  Germany  that  people  at 
the  time  shuddered  away  from  the  evi¬ 
dence,  preferring  by  far  not  to  know 
what  was  'going  on.  Ignorance^  es¬ 
capism,  expediency:  these  are  easily 
enough  understood  and  the  result  is 
being  unfolded  at  the  Eichmann  triaL 
On  balance,  it  seems  that  the  Israelis 
are  right  to  force  through  the  recapitu¬ 
lation  of  the  facts.  It  is  a  cruel  mis¬ 
understanding  of  the  basic  purpose  of 
the  trial  to  see  it  as  an  exercise  in 
revenge.  There  are  many  distasteful 
things  about  the  use  of  the  trial  of  one 
man  as  a  means  to  knowledge;  the 
knowledge  itself  can  only  be  salutary.” 


But  Cairo  Radio,  on  Apr.  14,  ap¬ 
plauded  the  Soviet  spaceman  for  gain¬ 
ing  headlines  at  the  expense  of  the 
"trial  comedy": 

“Even  fate  this  time  did  not  side  with 
God’s  chosen  people.... It  was  natural 
for  fate  to  decide  in  favor  of  science  and 
not  evil,  in  favor  of  the  future  and  not 
the  past.  The  Russian  miracle  is  a  gain 
for  the  world  and  mankind  because  it 
provides  education  and  power  and  opens 
new  horizons.  The  Ei^mann  trial  is  a 
curse  to  the  world  and  mankind  because 
it  reflects  forgery,  cowardice  and  the 
distortion  of  facts.” 


The  Arabs  will  make  another  effort  when  the  Assembly  recon¬ 
venes  in  the  fall.  The  outlook  is  not  pleasant.  As  the  United 
Nations  is  now  constituted,  Israel  cannot  expect  to  win  a  two-thirds 
majority  for  its  proposals.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Arab  bloc  can 
always  count  on  the  Soviet  bloc  and  lo^oll  for  votes  amoniT  the 
neutrals.  It  can  maneuver  for  propaganda  advantage. 

But  the  chief  victims  of  this  exercise  are  the  Arab  refugees 
themselves  —  hostages  to  political  demagogy. 


\ 


ANALYSIS:  ] 
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The  High  Cost  of  Oil 


It  was  the  Saudi  Arabian  delegate 
who  led  the  Arab  attack  on  the  United 
States  in  the  Cuban  debate  at  the 
United  Nations.  This  was  no  surprise. 
It  is  not  the  first  time  that  the  Saudi 
Arabians  have  been  the  most  vitriolic 
critics  of  U.S.  policy. 

'^s  new  attack,  coming  soon  after 
Kitjg  Saud’s  termination  of  the  Dhah- 
ran  air  base  agireemrat,  emphasizes  the 
illusory  character  of  the  "alliance” 
between  Saudi  I  Arabia  and  the  United 
States — the  child  of  convenience  rather 
than  conviction. 

Most  experts  believe  that  our  loss 
of  the  Dhahran  base  will  not  affect 
U.S.  military  capabUity.  It  was  never 
indispensabjle.  There  were  other  sites 
available  ^  in  the  British-protected 
sheikhdoms  of  Abu  Dhabi  and  Qatar. 
There  never  was  a  real  need  to  sacrifice 
honor  by  acceding  to  Saudi  discrimina¬ 
tions  against  Americans  on  religious 
grounds. 

Costly  Courtship.  The  undue  defer¬ 
ence  that  the  Department  of  State  and  I 
ARAMCO  paid  King  Saud,  his  family  and 
his  coiut,  won  us  neither  friendship 
nor  respect  in  the  Arab  world.  Arabs, 
cynical  in  their  appraisal  of  the  re¬ 
lationship  between  the  powerful  and 
the  weal^  believe  that  the  United  States 
and  ARAMCO  acquiesced  in  the  corrup¬ 
tion  and  barbarity  of  the  Saudi  court 
because  we  are  mercenary  and  don’t 
mind  humiliation  mixed  with  our  oil. 

Saudi  Arabia  is  pictured  as  a  desert 
kingdom  populated  by  nomadic  tribes 
devoted  to  a  religious  and  austere  King. 
That  is  myth.  Saudi  Arabia  is  a 
corrupt  oriental  despotism  of  surpass¬ 
ing  degeneracy.  Saud’s  father,  Ibn 
Saud,  unified  Saudi  Arabia  early  in 
the  century  in  bloody  tribal  warfare 
and  massacre.  He  converted  the  tribes 
of  central  Arabia  to  Wahhabism,  a 
fanatical  and  fundamentalist  Moslem 
sect  With  the  slogan  of  Wahhabism 
or  death,  he  overran  all  of  what  is 
now  Saudi  Arabia.  This  included  the 
two  provinces  of  Hedjaz  and  Hasa. 

The  merchants  were  never  neconciled 
to  Saudi  rule.  They  regarded  these 
primitive  nomads,  who  have  become 
addicted  to  the  pleasures  of  Beirut  and 
the  Riviera,  as  greedy,  grasping  rulers. 
But,  shrewd  traders  come  to  terms  with 
overlords,  and  the  intelligent  and  in¬ 
dustrious  can  win  a  large  share  of 
the  oil  revenue.  Distaste  can  be  sweet¬ 
ened  by  prosperity. 


In  Hasa,  the  Saudi  conquest  was 
more  tragic.  The  inhabitants  belonged 
to  the  Shia  sect  of  Islam,  the  persuasion 
of  Iran  and  southern  Iraq.  Persecuted 
and  terrorized  for  the  past  40  years, 
they  still  secretly  maintain  their  beliefs. 

Another  group,  most  of  whom  were 
exterminated,  includes  the  tribes  of 
northwestern  Arabia,  the  Shammar  and 
their  confederates.  Blood  enemies  of 
the  Saudis,  those  who  survived  are 
exiles  in  Syrian  and  Iraqi  deserts. 

Family  Feud.  King  Saud,  who  came 
to  the  throne  in  1953,  is  a  man  of 
limited  talent  but  unlimited  vanity.  He 
is  nearly  blind  and  understands  only 
Arabic.  He  relies  for  his  knowledge 
of  the  world  on  the  oral  reports  and 
gossip  of  palace  cronies,  and  reacts 
impulsively.  Typical  was  the  creation 
of  the  UN  department  of  the  Saudi 
Arabian  Foreign  Office.  Ahmad  Shu- 
kairy  of  Syria,  who  had  been  an  Arab 
League  official,  was  visiting  Saud’s 
court.  He  launched  into  a  diatribe 
against  Israel’s  right  to  navigate  the 
Straits  of  Tiran  and  the  Gulf  of  Aqaba. 
The  King,  enchanted  with  his  elo¬ 
quence,  appointed  Shukairy  to  the  UN 
the  instant  he  finished  his  speech.  Shu- 
kairy’s  violent  attacks  on  Israel  and 
the  United  States  have  debased  every 
UN  General  Assembly  session. 

When  Saud  succeeded  to  the  throne 
in  1953,  he  faced  opposition  from  his 
more  sophisticated  and  intelligent 
brother,  Crown  Prince  Faisal,  who 
as  Viceroy  of  the  Hedjaz  had  substan¬ 
tial  support  from  the  rich  merchants. 
Ibn  Saud’s  prestige  had  overawed  the 
discontented  middle  class  of  civil  serv¬ 
ants,  army  officers  and  small  merchants. 
Now  they  became  loosely  organized 
into  an  underground  reform  movement. 
Saud  was  compelled  to  rely  solely  on 
the  tribes  and  religious  reactionaries. 
The  tribes  were  kept  loyal  by  increased 
royal  subsidies.  'Hie  religious  fanatics 
were  allowed  to  create  vigilante  com¬ 
mittees — Committees  to  Suppress  Vice 
and  Elevate  Virtue — ^which  were  given 
the  right  to  raid  suspicious  houses  and 
punish  infractions  of  religious  law  on 
the  spot.  These  committees  raided  the 
homes  of  their  more  progressive  neigh¬ 
bors,  searching  for  books,  magazines, 
cigarettes  or  other  evidences  of  slack 
moral  behavior.  [This  was  in  1953  and 
1954,  when  vigilantism  was  not  con¬ 
fined  to  Saudi  Arabia.]  ^ 

By  1954,  opposition  had  become 


serious.  Army  officers,  inspired  by  the 
Naguib-Nasscr  coup  in  Egypt,  plotted 
against  Saud.  They  were  exposed. 
Saud  reacted  by  expelling  all  Lebanese, 
Syrians  and  Palestinians  who  had  not 
t^en  Saudi  nationality.  To  balance 
the  army,  and  cow  the  towns,  he  called 
out  the  Mujihaddin.  The  Mujihaddin, 
literally  the  fighters  in  a  holy  war, 
are  the  tribal  levies  the  King  may  con-  - 
script  in  return  for  subsidies  paid  the  ^ 
sheikhs.  These  feudal  irregulars  have 
been  stationed  outside  every  town  since. 

Despite  these  measmes,  the  reform 
movement  grew  in  strength.  It  found 
expression  in  strikes  against  aramco, 
the  only  form  of  organized  protest 
that  could  safely  be  made.  Saud  then 
hit  upon  the  conventional  solution — 
a  foreign  policy  issue.  He  made  vio¬ 
lent  claims  to  large  areas  of  the  neigh¬ 
boring  British-protected  Persian  Gulf 
sheikhdoms.  "These  claims  were  sup¬ 
ported  by  ARAMCO,  as  they  stood  to 
gain  a  larger  concession  area. 

Nasser-Saud  Axis.  Saud’s  anti-British 
posture  enhanced  his  popularity  in 
Cairo  press  and  radio  and  an  elated 
Saud  came  to  an  accommodation  with 
Nasser.  Saud  supplied  the  money,  and 
Nasser  provided  the  agents  and  the 
invective  to  subvert  Syria  and  Jordan. 

In  1955,  Saud  received  aid  from  an¬ 
other  source — a  change  in  the  Com¬ 
munist  party  line.  Moscow  accepted 
Saud  as  a  “nationalist”  leader  in  the 
fight  against  “imperialism,”  and  with¬ 
held  its  support  from  subversive  forces 
inside  Saudi  Arabia.  :•  ^ 

Surprisingly,  our  Department  of 
State  went  along  with  Saud  at  a  time 
when  he  was  supporting  anti-British 
and  anti-Israel  demagogues  in  Jordan, 
Syria  and  Lebanon  and  making  claims 
in  the  Persian  Gulf.  In  fact,  as  late 
as  February  1956,  after  Israel  had 
failed  in  an  attempt  to  buy  arms  to 
match  the  Communist  weapons  Nasser 
was  getting,  the  United  States  shipped 
18  tanks  to  Saudi  Arabia  under  a 
mutual  defense  assistance  agreement 
The  deal  came  to  light  when  the  tanks 
were  spotted  on  a  Brooklyn  pier  and 
the  news  detonated  an  explosion  on 
the  floor  of  the  U.S.  Senate. 

A  month  later,  Saud  joined  Egypt 
and  Syria — ^his  “allies” — in  offering  to  j 
replace  the  British  subsidy  for  Jordan’s  / 
armed  forces.  But  in  July  1956,  Nasser  ' 
seized  the  Suez  Canal.  "This  was  a 
double  blow  to  Saud.  It  offended  his 


vanity  because  Nasser  bad  failed  to 
inform  him,  although  Saud  always  con¬ 
sidered  himself  the  senior  ally.  And  it 
affected  his  economic  position  because 
most  of  Saud’s  oil  had  to  be  shipped 
through  the  Suez. 

Saud’s  enthusiasm  for  Nasser  began 
to  cool.  He  now  belatedly  attempted 
to  aid  Jordan’s  King  Hussein  overcome 
the  very  difficulties  be  had  previously 
financed.  The  Department  of  State  and 
ARAMCo  were  pleased.  They,  too,  had 
cooled  in  their  enthusiasm  for  Nasser, 
who  displayed  scant  gratitude  for  U.S. 
aid  in  the  Suez  crisis.  They  speculated 
that  Saud  could  be  built  up  as  the 
central  Arab  figure  around  whom  the 
non-Nasser  Arabs  could  rally. 

Potomac  Build  Up.  Saud  came  here 
for  a  state  visit  in  early  19S7.  Mayor 
Robert  F.  Wagner  of  New  York  re¬ 
fused  to  greet  Saud  because  he  had 
publicly  declared  that  he  would  sacri- 
10  million  Arabs  to  exterminate 
Israel  and  because  he  permitted  slavery 
in  bis  country. 

[Slavery  is  still  accepted  in  Saudi 
Arabia.  Prices  range  from  $500 
for  an  adult  male  to  $3,000  for 
a  young  girl.  Western  apologists 
stress  that  slaves  are  kindly  treated. 

Documented  cases  of  slavery 
were  brought  up  at  the  United 
Nations  in  the  middle  19S0s. 
Wealthy  North  African  Moslems, 
it  was  charged,  took  servants  with 
them  on  the  yearly  pilgrimage  to 
Mecca.  There  they  sold  them — 
human  travelers  checks — to  settle 
their  bills.] 

Mayor  Wagner  was  reproached  for 
irresponsibility,  and  Washington  strove 
to  overcome  &ud’s  inauspicious  start. 
A  heavily-financed  Madison  Avenue 
campaign,  exploiting  everything  from 
the  White  House  to  the  illness  of  one 
of  Saud’s  100  children,  tried  to  create 
the  image  of  a  wise  and  kind  ruler 
who  was  our  best  Near  East  ally.  [And 
one  of  the  most  generous  tippers  of 
the  century!  There  was  a  shower  of 
wrist  watches  in  Washington.  A  young 
State  Department  official  gain^  an 
Oldsmobile  and  lost  his  job.] 

The  wishful  dream  of  Near  East 
soothsayers  was  solemnly  accepted  as 
a  pcffitical  reality:  Saud,  venerable 
Arab  monarch,  guardian  of  the  Holy 
Cities,  partner  of  aramco,  had  been 
bewitched  by  the  Eisenhower  charm. 
He  would  return  to  the  Near  East 
where  (with  the  help  of  Arab  experts 
in  the  Department  of  State  and 
aramco)  he  would  be  the  natural 
leader  of  the  Arab  world  as  well  as 
the  neutral  conciliator  between  Nas¬ 
ser’s  Egypt  and  Nuri’s  Iraq.  Any 
Near  East  leader  who  failed  to  zccept 
Saud’s  primacy  would  be  isolated. 


The  Dream  Fades.  Despite  Shukairy’s 
discordant  anti-U.S.  speeches,  t^ 
dream  lingered  until  early  1958,  when 
the  anschluss  of  Egypt  and  Syria,  which 
Saud  had  hastened  by  financing  Nas¬ 
ser’s  1955-57  intrigues,  precipitated 
Saud’s  own  downfall.  Nasser  no  longer 
needed  Saud’s  oU  dollars  and  he 
launched  the  full  fury  of  his  propa¬ 
ganda  machine  against  Saud.  Syria’s 
strong  man.  Col.  Abdul  Hamid  Serraj, 
army  intelligence  chief,  accused  Saud 
of  attempting  to  buy  an  anti-Nasser 
coup  in  Syria.  A  sensational  show  trial 
was  staged  in  Cairo,  accusing  Saud  of 
financing  a  plot  to  assassinate  Nasser. 
The  bribe  was  a  mere  $5,320,000. 
There  were  numbered  checks,  tape  re¬ 
cordings,  regal  stationery — strong  sus¬ 
picions  that  Saud  had  b^n  entrapped. 

After  a  fortnight  of  absolute  silence 
in  Saudi  Arabia,  Saud’s  pro-Nasser 
brother  Faisal  took  over  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  Saud  became  a  figurehead. 
For  the  next  two  years,  Faisal  at¬ 
tempted  to  bring  an  end  to  corruption 
and  to  reestablish  solvency.  D^pite 
oil  revenues  of  more  than  $300  million 
a  year,  Saudi  Arabia  was  broke. 

But  Faisal  refused  to  make  any 
political  reforms.  His  currency  and 
import  controls  alienated  his  merchant 
supporters  in  the  Hedjaz.  His  economy 
measures  reduced  the  allowances  of 
his  hundreds  of  brothers  and  nephews, 
as  well  as  the  subsidies  to  tribal  leaders. 
In  December  1960,  Saud  was  able  to 
force  Faisal  to  resign. 

Saud  has  now  combined  with  the 
reformers  and  merchants.  Some  re¬ 
formers  and  progressives  were  given 
Cabinet  posts.  Taxes  were  reduced  and 
import  and  currency  restrictions  scut¬ 
tled  to  satisfy  the  merchants. 

But  there  is  discord  within  this  un¬ 
natural  coalition  of  young  progressives, 
royal  princelings,  profiteering  mer¬ 
chants  and  tribal  sheikhs — and  an 
inability  to  agree  on  policy  because 
no  one  group  is  dominanL  And  there 
are  reports  of  a  Saud-Faisal  rap¬ 
prochement 

Post  Mortem.  Our  past  policy  in  Saudi 
Arabia  has  reflected  scant  credit  on 
judgment  or  conscience.  In  actuality, 
Saud  has  been  wholly  dependent  on 
the  West  He  must  obtain  his  income 
from  oil  to  survive. 

The  Kennedy  Administration  seems 
unruffled  by  Saud’s  termination  Oi(  the’ 
Dhahran  air  base  rights.  That  curious 
partnership  tarnished  our  purpose, 
perplexed  would-be  friends.  Many^ 
Saudi  Arabians  hate  the  house  of  Saud, 
and  there  is  reason  to  fear  that  our 
friendship  with  the  Arabs  has  not  been 
enhanced  by  our  support  of  a  mon¬ 
archy  that  is  identified  with  corrup¬ 
tion,  tyranny,  slavery. 


There  is  always  the  danger  that  our 
intelligence  agencies  fail  to  learn  what 
is  in  the  minds  of  people  but  are 
guided,  all  too  often,  by  vested  interests. 


Property  Claims 

Arab  demands  for  the  creation  of 
a  UN  apparatus  to  safeguard  property 
rights  of  the  Palestine  Arab  refugees 
in  Israel  ignore  the  fact  that  there 
are  about  one-half  million  Jews  in 
Israel  from  Arab  countries,  many  of 
whom  left  their  property  behind. 

The  plight  of  the  Jews  who  emigrated 
from  Imq  is  an  example. 

The  Iraqi  Parliament  passed  a  law, 
in  March  1950,  providing  that  any  Jew 
who  chose  to  leave  Iraq  for  good  would 
lose  his  Iraqi  citizenship.  By  Aug.  S, 

1951,  more  than  120,000  had  been 
flown  to  Israel. 

The  story  of  their  flight  and  the  loss 
of  their  property  is  told  in  a  compre¬ 
hensive  study:  "On  Wings  of  Eagles, 
The  Flight,  Exodus  and  Homecoming 
of  Oriental  Jewry,"  by  Joseph  B. 
Schectman,  published  last  month  by 
Thomas  B.  Yoseloff. 

The  Jews  who  registered  to  leave 
Iraq  had  no  idea  that  they  were  giving 
up  their  property.  The  Government  of 
Iraq  deceived  its  Jewish  subjects.  *1116 
emigration  law  was  silent  .on  property 
rights.  But,  on  Mar.  tO,  1951,  one 
day  after  the  day  set  for  registration 
for  emigration,  the  Iraqi  Parliament 
passed  a  law  freezing  the  bank  accounts 
and  property  of  the  Jews  who  had  ap¬ 
plied  for  emigration.  The  Parliament 
met  in  secret  session.  lU  six  Jewish 
deputies  were  barred,  the  Baghdad 
telephone  service  was  suspended  and 
the  Iraqi  banks  _were  closed  for  two 
days. 

The  deception  was  praised  by  AU 
Ahd,  organ  of  Nuri  as-Said’s  consti¬ 
tutional  Unity  Party,  as  “a  blessed 
move.”  It  said  that  if  the  law  had 
been  enacted  earlier,  many  Jews  would 

not  have  left  Iraq.  I 

•  •  r-  I 

The  Israel  government  has  saidj  that 

it  would  offset  the  value  of  the  Jewish 
property  seized  by  Iraiq  against  claims 
of  the  Arab  refugees  against  Israel.  In 

1952,  when  the  Palestine  Conciliation 
Commission  negotiated  release  of  the 
blocked  bank  accoimts  of  the  ‘Arab 
refugees  (estimated  at  $14  million), 
Israel  thra  called  attention  td  the 
blocked  accounts  of  the  Jewish  re^gees 
from  Iraq.  Nevertheless,  Israel  released 
the  Arab  deposits,  even  though  O  was 
given  no  sa^action  on  the  Iraqi  ac¬ 
counts. 
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prised  how  Kennedy  became  angry, 
blindfolded  his  eyes,  and  buried  his 
head  in  the  sand.  He  resorted  to  the 
same  method  which  Dulles  used  before 
him  and  prescribed  by  McCarthy  and 
which  was  the  course  followed  by  the 
former  American  imperialists  who  lost 
the  peoples’  respect  .  .  .  People  are 
no  longer  deceived  by  U.S.  attempts 
to  brand  every  liberation  movement  a 
communist  movement.” 


OH  Crisis.  Premier  Kassem  of  Iraq; 
has  suspended  negotiations  with  the' 
Iraq  Petroleum  Co.,  in  a  bitter  dis¬ 
pute  which  could  lead  to  nation^ization, 
and  which  reflects  Kassem’s  decline  in 
power. 

Negotiations  t^ned  in  August  1958, 
one  month  after  the  Iraq  revolution 
which  brought  Kassem  to  power.  Kas¬ 
sem  demanded  larger  proflts  as  well  as 
a  share  in  ownersUp  and  management. 
But  he  always  insisted  he  would  re¬ 
spect  the  company’s  concessions  and 
agreements.  He  needed  the  $300  mil¬ 
lion  in  annual  oil  revenues  to  pay  the 
army  and  the  civil  service,  which  have 
been  disrupted  by  purges  and  economic 
stagnation  and  corrupted  by  Nasserist 
and  Communist  plots. 

But  the  violence  with  which  Kassem 
broke  off  negotiations  has  led  to  ap¬ 
prehensions  about  his  stability.  He 
halted  all  exploration  activities.  His 
Apr.  6  communique  was  demagogic: 

“The  Iraq  government  .  .  . 
abides  by  pledges  and  treaties  only 
in  accordance  with  the  country’s 
interests  ...  It  will  be  the  com¬ 
panies  which  will  lose  if  they 
insist  on  not  responding  to  Iraq’s 
just  demands  ...  the  Government 
will  be  compelled  to  deal  witih  the 
situation  in  a  manner  to  guarantee 
the  rights  of  the  people  .  .  .” 
Kassem’s  position  has  weakened  in 
recent  months.  The  middle  class  re¬ 
sents  the*  excesses  and  inefficiencies  of 
the  government. 

At  one  time,  army  men  adhered  to 
Kassem  because  Nasser  was  a  threat. 
Recently,  Nasser  has  become  more 
moderate,  and,  as  a  result,  more  pop¬ 
ular.  Aimy  men,  no  longer  fearing 
a  Nasserist  coup,  can  afford  the  luxury 
of  resenting  Kassem’s  cult  of  the 
“Unique  and  Glorious  Leader.”  Th^ 
want  a  return  to  an  army  junta.  This 
may  be  impelling  Kassem  into  a  vio¬ 
lent  quarrel  with  the  ICC,  in  a  bid  for 
Communist  and  left  wing  support. 
Kassem  may  be  emulating  Mossadegh, 
whose  appeal  to  the  mob  in  Iran  was 
strengthened  by  attacks  on  the  oil 
companies.  Moreover,  Kassem  may 
think  that  he  can  nationalize  the  oU 
companies  without  losing  his  oil  rev¬ 
enues,  because  the  Russians,  who  are 
trying  to  break  into  the  Free  World  oil 
market,  may  help  him. 

Spy  In  Israel.  Israel’s  leading  mili¬ 
tary  expert,  Lt  Col.  Israel  Beer,  Pro¬ 
fessor  of  Military  History  at  Tel  Aviv 
University,  was  arrested  as  a  spy  for 
a  foreign  Communist  government,  pre¬ 
sumably  the  Soviet  Union,  and  con¬ 
fessed  to  the  charges. 

It  is  reported  ffiat  he  passed  the 
plans  of  the  Israel  invasion  of  Sinai 
to  a  Communist  country,  which  in  turn 
transmitted  them  to  the  Egyptians.  The 
Egyptians,  however,  were  believed  to 
have  disregarded  the  secrets,  assuming 
them  to  be  false. 


Arabs  Aid  Castro 


American  discomfiture  in  Cuba  was 
the  signal  for  'a  new  round  of  Arab 
attacks  against  President  John  F. 
Kennedy  and  Arab  broadcasters  served 
up  a  propaganda  feast  which  included 
such  diverse  ingredients  as  Cuba,  Is¬ 
rael,  Yuri  Gagarin,  Suez,  Congo,  Laos, 
Korea,  Arab  refugees  and  American 
imperialism. 

The  imaginative  editor  of  Al-Ahram, 
Mohammed  Hasanayn  Heikal,  wrote 
an  article  called  “The  Sardine  and  the 
Whale  in  the  Caribbean  Sea,”  in  which 
he  contrived  to  link  Cuba  and  Israel. 

The  article,  broadcast  over  Cairo 
Radio  Apr.  21,  said  that  President 
Kennedy  had  made  two  campaign 
pledges — one  “to  use  all  our  forces 
against  Castro,”  and  the  other  to  “im¬ 
pose  a  peace  on  the  Arabs  and  to 
open  the  Suez  Canal.” 

And  Heikal  warned:  “If  Kennedy 
succeeds  in  implementing  his  first 
pledge  against  Castro,  his  second  step 
will  be  to  move  for  the  implementation 
of  his  second  pledge  against  tis  .  .  . 

“Last  week,  we  saw  Tnri  Gagarin 
travel  all  alone  in  a  spaceship 
around  the  world,  using  his  youth- 
fulness  to  invade  the  whole  of 
space.  This  weel^  we  saw  Amer¬ 
ican  President  John  Kennedy,  to¬ 
gether  with  all  the  power  of  the 
United  States  and  all,  its  material 
might,  using  his  youthfulness  to 
invade  a  small  people  who  wanted 
— to  liberate  themselves  and  their 
national  wealth.  Tnri  Gagarin  suc¬ 
ceeded,  but  John  Kennedy  will  not 
succeei” 

On  the  same  day,  Cairo  Radio  broad¬ 
cast  an  article  from  AUGomhouria 
which  reported  that  President  Ken¬ 
nedy’s  prestige  had  fallen  and  that 
“people  all  over  the  world  were  sur- 


On  Apr.  18,  President  Nasser  of 
the  UAR  sent  a  message  to  Castro: 

*T  feel  drawn  to  you  and  I  live 
your  great  experience.  Deep  in  my 
heart,  I  react  with  all  the  emotions 
with  which,  I  know,  you  face  this 
foolhardy  storm  of  aggression  n'^:?’  ^ 
blowing  hard  at  Cuba.  I, 

“Our  people  lived  through  such  an 
experience  when  two  great  powers 
banded  together  with  one  of  their 
little  agents  and  used  the  usurped 
land  of  Palestine  as  a  springboard 
to  invade  our  country.  ...  The 
friends  of  freedom  in  the  world  will 
not  stand  idly  by  toward  the  crime 
being  perpetrated  against  the  peace¬ 
ful  Cuban  people.” 

On  Apr.  18,  Baghdad  broadcast  a 
speech  by  Premier  Kassem,  in  which  he 
said:  “You  see  how  the  ferocious 
beasts  rally  against  the  peoples  when 
they  see  them  enjoy  their  independence. 
The  aggression  against  Cuba  is  only 
one  example  before  your  eyes.” 

Cairo  Radio,  on  Apr.  20,  bitterly 
attacked  the  Democratic  party,  holding 
it  especially  responsible  for  dropping 
the  Ifet  atom  bomb  on  Hiroshima,  set-/ 
ting  up  a  “bridgehead  in  Palestine' 
over  the  ruins  of  the  Arab  people,” 
and  instigating  the  Korean  war  and 
aggression  against  Cuba. 

Arab  broadcasters  drew  many  an¬ 
alogies  between  Port  Said  and  Havana. 
-There  were  predictions  that  the  Cuban 
example  would  spark  the  cai^  of 
liberation  in  Latin  AmericaL^C^n  as 
Cairo  claims  to  have  firr'l’me  inde¬ 
pendence  movements  in  Africa.  But 
the  analogies  never  recall  '-U.  S.  role 
in  saving  Nasser  in  1956.  - 
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